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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 


The purpose of this paper is to review state-level practices that identify, track and regularly report the numbers of 
students identified for remedial instruction. In doing so, the Education Commission of the States (ECS) hopes to 
begin a national dialogue regarding if and how states could share information about students' referral to and success 
in remedial and college-level courses. 

In fall 2013, ECS collected information on state-level remedial education reporting and standards. ECS established the 
Remedial Reporting Steering Committee, comprised of elected officials, state education policy officers and education 
experts. The members of this steering committee include Colorado Lt. Gov. Joe Garcia, Idaho State Sen. John Goedde 
and Massachusetts Education Commissioner Mitchell Chester, who served as chairs. A complete list of members is 
contained in the appendices. 

The findings in this report reveal that there is little consistency across the states regarding how and when remediation 
is measured and reported. A few states — Colorado, Nevada and Texas — prepare robust annual reports with 
information concerning placement, student characteristics and outcomes, and costs. Others, including Nebraska, 
Pennsylvania and Vermont, do not appear to report remedial data. Even among states that regularly report on 
remediation, the methods used to count and monitor students vary widely. As a result, it is not possible to accurately 
measure the incidence of remediation in many states or to conduct cross-state analyses of efforts intended to improve 
remedial outcomes. 

In response to these conditions, the Remedial Reporting Steering Committee developed two major recommendations 
to remedy the inconsistency in reporting on and measuring state remedial rates. The recommendations are as follows: 

1. States should work together to develop and implement standard methods for measuring and reporting 
placement into and progression through remedial instruction. 

2. In developing these new methods, states should create a dynamic, comprehensive measurement methodology 

focused on progress and success rather than state-level accountability or comparative rankings. 

A smaller technical advisory subcommittee was convened to design a model framework for measuring and reporting 
remedial data. The elements of the model are presented in a companion document, A Common Framework for Remedial 
Reporting. The technical subcommittee recommended that the framework: 

+ Avoid the blunt "ranking" of states by focusing on student progress and outcomes. 

+ Enable stakeholders to use the information to evaluate the effectiveness of state-level remedial reform 
initiatives. 

+ Accommodate for the capacity and sophistication of states' data systems and be user-friendly. 

+ Incorporate multiple college readiness indicators, including the various national assessments used by states and 
students' prior academic performance. 

With these elements, subcommittee members have created a framework that meets states where they are now — 
rather than requiring they adopt a certain test or bolster their data systems before participating. 

At ECS, we believe states can improve their education systems by learning from each other. We hope this report assists in 
those continuing efforts. 
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INTRODUCTION 


College and career readiness is a universal priority across the states. At least 47 states and the District of Columbia 
have or are in the process of implementing rigorous college- and career-ready standards in English language arts and 
mathematics, as part of the Common Core State Standards initiative or other state-specific initiatives. Further, more 
than two-thirds of states have adopted formal statewide postsecondary attainment goals. Despite these important 
efforts to prepare and motivate greater numbers of students to pursue and complete a postsecondary credential, only 
30 states consistently track and report the incidence of remediation in college. 

Federal statistics show 19 percent to 26 percent of all college freshmen are identified as needing remedial courses. 
That figure usually is lower on four-year campuses and rises as high as 60 percent for some two-year schools. While 
these data are startling, they do not capture the full extent or nuances of remedial needs nor do they offer accurate 
comparisons across — or often within — states. 

States have already sought nationally consistent ways of measuring students' performance in high school and their 
readiness for college upon graduation, as illustrated by recent precedents: 

+ In 2005, states voluntarily agreed on a universal way to calculate the high school graduation rate, which had 
previously varied considerably from state to state. The agreement, through the National Governors Association 
(NGA), led to efforts to improve data collection, reporting, analysis and sharing of best practices to improve high 
school graduation rates. 1 

+ Since 2010, 43 states and the District of Columbia have adopted the K -12 Common Core State Standards, 
which set a uniform definition for the knowledge and skills that students need to succeed in college and in the 
workforce. 2 In addition, other states such as Texas and Virginia have developed their own college- and career- 
ready standards apart from the Common Core Standards. 

With the full implementation of the Common Core State Standards and aligned assessments in 2015, there will be 
consistent ways to measure college readiness across most states. ACT, Inc., and the College Board, which administers 
the SAT, have used their entrance exams to identify college readiness benchmarks, and the National Assessment 
Governing Board recently issued a report on using the National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) as a 
college readiness indicator. 3 These efforts, however, were independent and largely focused on the likelihood of 
students' success in college-level courses. As such, there is no corresponding uniform definition of what it means for 
students to be college-ready at the postsecondary level or how the Common Core standards will affect the number 
and types of students taking remedial coursework in college. This requires states to determine if and how high school- 
level determinations of college and career readiness should be honored at the postsecondary level. 

Regardless of the solution, an essential component of evaluating students' readiness for and progress through 
postsecondary education is reliable, comprehensive data. This is particularly important since the pressures to improve 
on-time college completion rates are complicated by students' inconsistent enrollment patterns and high rates of 
transfers across institutions. State policymakers will need to ascertain whether to collect data on college remediation 
that is comparable and consistent across states. To inform the discussion, this report provides a preliminary analysis of 
how states collect, calculate and report remedial education data. 
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Preliminary Findings on Remedial Education Reporting and Rate Calculation 

ECS collected information on state-level remedial education reporting requirements and standards in an effort to 
analyze and provide recommendations for how states should establish a common remedial reporting model. The 
analysis was developed around three basic questions for each state: 

1. Does the state annually and consistently report rates of remedial education? 

Apart from data independently collected by colleges, high schools or university systems, is there a state-issued 
requirement or commitment to report remedial rates? 

2. If so, what remedial data are being reported? 

Data collection standards vary widely from state to state. This research question was designed to address issues 
such as: remedial placement by subject; reporting graduates' remedial needs to high schools; tracking student 
performance in and beyond remedial classes. 

3. Which indicators do states use to identify students in need of remediation? 

Do states determine remedial rates through a test score or enrollment in a remedial class, or both? 

ECS identified 39 states with remedial reports issued over the past five years, 2009-2014, for all institutions/ 
postsecondary systems that offer remediation. Based on an analysis of those reports, the preliminary findings indicate 
the following (see Appendix A for more details): 

+ 32 states reported statewide remedial education information, such as the number of students assessed as 

needing remediation in mathematics and in English, on an annual basis for all institutions/postsecondary 
systems that offer remediation. 

+ 18 states provided information back to high schools on their graduates' need for remediation in college. For 

example, some states report how many of high school graduates are placed in remedial mathematics classes. 

+ 34 states reported placement into remedial mathematics. 

+ 33 states reported placement into remedial English. 

+ 12 states provided information on remedial placement based on gender. 

+ 9 states reported the age of remedial students. 

+ 17 states provided information on remedial placement based on race/ethnicity. 

+ 12 states reported student success in remedial courses. 

+ 17 states tracked remedial students' retention, persistence, success in college-level courses and/or graduation. 

+ 7 states reported the cost of remedial education. 

Of the 32 states that issued remedial reports on an annual basis for all institutions/postsecondary systems that offer 
remediation, the preliminary findings indicate the following (see Appendix B for more details): 

+ 15 states provided information back to high schools on their graduates' need for remediation in college. 

+ 27 states reported placement into remedial mathematics. 

+ 26 states reported placement into remedial English. 

+ 8 states provided information on remedial placement based on gender. 

+ 14 states provided information on remedial placement based on race/ethnicity. 

+ 4 states reported the age of remedial students. 

+ 7 states reported student success in remedial courses. 

+ 13 states tracked remedial students' retention, persistence, success in college-level courses and/or graduation. 

+ 3 states reported the cost of remedial education. 


PACE 3 A CURE FOR REMEDIAL REPORTING CHAOS 


ECS placed a special emphasis on states that annually report remedial information to demonstrate this practice is 
doable and beneficial. States that report remedial data on an annual — or at least a regular — basis are in a better 
position to understand the full extent of remedial needs, as well as trends over time. Further, the more comprehensive 
reports allow state and education leaders to make well-informed decisions to reduce the need for remediation, 
address students' specific deficiencies and to track students' progress. Colorado, Nevada and Texas are examples of 
model states that publish annual reports that include data on high school graduates' remedial needs; the percentage 
and number of students identified for remediation; subject matter data; student characteristics; and remedial student 
success. Florida and West Virginia also have fairly comprehensive and informative annual reports. 

How States Identify Students in Need of Remediation 

In the course of its analysis of state-level remedial reporting standards, ECS identified three predominant methods for 
identifying students in need of remediation. 

The most common method used by states to determine remedial needs is reporting students with assessment results 
below certain placement cut scores, typically on national exams such as SAT, ACT, Compass and Accuplacer. The second 
most common method is reporting students who actually enroll in remedial courses regardless of their reported test 
scores. Both methods have limitations. For example, the assessment method only reports point-in-time abilities on a 
particular test, but not ultimate registration in remedial courses. The course enrollment method captures the number 
of students who actually register for remedial courses, but likely underreports the incidence of remedial needs, as 
underprepared students may delay entry into remedial courses or depart college before attempting a remedial course. 

The third method is a hybrid, which includes both students identified through assessment results and students 
identified through enrollment in remedial courses. With the advent of more robust data systems and improved 
capacities to integrate data across institutions and state departments, a few states, including Colorado and 
Connecticut, have begun to adopt this approach. Students are not double-counted — they are flagged as remedial if 
their test scores fall below a particular cut score if they enroll in a remedial course. This method improves reporting 
accuracy, as it more precisely captures the magnitude of overall remedial needs in colleges or systems. It ensures that at 
any given juncture a state can observe both students assessed at remedial levels — latent developmental needs — and 
those enrolled in remedial courses — active developmental enrollment. Importantly, integrating these two methods 
will likely increase the reported need for remediation, as it captures students previously missing under the cut score 
and course enrollment methods. 

Questions for States to Consider Regarding Remedial Rates 

Participants at the Remedial Reporting Steering Committee meeting raised several issues to consider in determining 
whether consistent standards of practice should be used by states when reporting the incidence of remediation: 

+ Is there a need to differentiate the remedial rates of recent high school graduates from those of older, nontraditional 
students ? 

+ Should states look at a more refined breakdown of remediation or a finer-tuned definition of it? For example, would 
it be more appropriate to track the differences in levels of remediation required, from a brief refresher in one 
subject to multiple courses across several disciplines? What about progress through entry-level — or gateway 
— college courses? 

+ Should states focus more on statewide aggregated or institutional rates of remediation? Is it more important to 
monitor overall remedial needs and trends or view them by institution and subject? 

+ Rather than assessing a binary "remedial or not" classification, should states develop a metric based on the likelihood 
of success in entry-level gateway classes? Benchmarks for this metric could include college-entrance or placement 
exam results, or high school GPA, etc. 

+ Should states provide better indicators to high school students about whether they're likely to require remediation in 
college ? 

+ Should states track persistence in college and graduation rates after successful completion of remediation? 


PACE 4 A CURE FOR REMEDIAL REPORTING CHAOS 


Considerations for Adopting a Consistent Measure for Remedial Rates 

The steering committee also raised a number of issues to consider regarding the actual process of adopting consistent 
standards for measuring remediation rates: 

+ Whether the committee should recommend that states voluntarily sign a compact, similar to the NCA initiative 
on a consistent definition of high school graduation rates. 

+ If the committee were to recommend a consistent measure, a number of technical specifications need to be 
identified. A technical advisory committee would need to clarify the precise research questions to be asked. 

+ Whether there is the political will to advocate for a consistent remedial reporting standard. 

The traditional, semester-based delivery approach to remediation is not effective for most underprepared students. 
One purpose of any consistent standard for measuring remediation would be to gain a better understanding of the 
instructional approaches and other practices that are successful. Since the goal of remediation is to spur student 
success, the consistent calculation of remedial rates could be viewed as a tool to get states to the ultimate goal of 
graduating more students. The point of a standard definition of remedial rate calculation would not be to compare 
states, but rather to have metrics that show what's working so states can share best practices for improving 
remediation efforts. 

Next Steps for States 

ECS continues to consult with various state policy officials and data experts to develop technical guidance and 
potential new models for state-level remedial education reporting. In spring 2014, ECS convened a technical advisory 
committee to propose initial recommendations for a common remedial reporting method that conforms to the 
recommendations of the Remedial Rate Reporting Steering Committee. These recommendations are summarized 
in a companion report, A Common Framework for Remedial Reporting: Response to Remedial Reporting Task Force 
Recommendations. 
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About the Data 

ECS reviewed state websites and conducted follow-up correspondence with several state officials to identify reports 
that included remedial education data and were published between 2009 and 2014. Every attempt was made to 
locate reports and accurately summarize the information. ECS considered reports that included statewide data for 
all institutions that offer remediation, even if published by separate postsecondary systems, and issued on an annual, 
biennial, periodic and one-time basis. If states issued more than one report, then all the data points were indicated in 
Appendix A. 

New Jersey issues annual remedial information for individual institutions (referenced in Appendix D), but the data are 
not aggregated to a statewide level. This report is included in Appendix D. South Carolina provides annual information 
on the number of remedial course credits taught at their two-year technical campuses, however, ECS' did not include 
this data point in its analysis. 

ECS did not include data for reports published by only one of the postsecondary systems that offer remediation. The 
Oregon University System issues annual reports, but ECS did not locate a report for the decentralized community 
colleges. The Tennessee Higher Education Commission issues an annual report; the Tennessee Board of Regents 
collects and makes remedial data available upon request and for specific purposes. These reports are noted at the 
bottom of Appendix A and included in the resource list in Appendix D. 

Reports that included remedial data were not identified for seven states: Delaware, Iowa, Nebraska, New Hampshire, 
Pennsylvania, Rhode Island and Vermont. ECS recognizes that some institutions in these states might collect 
remedial data for internal purposes, but do not formally publish the information. Further, some states' decentralized 
postsecondary governance structure could make it less likely that statewide remedial data are collected and published. 


Endnotes 

1 National Governors Association, Implementing Graduation Counts: State Progress to Date, December 2010, 

http://www.nga.org/files/live/sites/NGA/files/pdf/1012GRADCOUNTSPROGRESS.PDF. 

2 Common Core State Standards Initiative, http://www.corestandards.org/. 

3 ACT, Inc. College Readiness Standards (Iowa City, Iowa: ACT, Inc., 2014), http://www.act.org/standard/; 

The SAT® College and Career Readiness Benchmark User Guidelines (Washington, DC: College Board, 2011), 

http://media.collegeboard.com/digitalServices/pdf/sat/12b_6661_SAT_Benchmarks_PR_120914.pdf; 

Towards The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) as an Indicator of Academic Preparedness for College and Job Training 
(Washington D.C.: National Assessment Governing Board, May 2014), 

http://www.nagb.org/content/nagb/assets/documents/what-we-do/preparedness-research/NAGB-indicator-of-preparedness- 

report.pdf. 
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APPENDIX A | REMEDIAL REPORTING: STATE SUMMARY CHART 



REMEDIAL 

INCIDENCE 

SUBJECT 

REPORTED 

STUDENT 

DEMOGRAPHICS 

REPORTED 

STUDENT 

SUCCESS 



Report Annually (Statewide Data) 

Biennal, Periodic or One-time 
Report 

Individual High School Reports 

Percent 

Number 

Math 

English 

Gender 

Ethnicity 

Age 

Remedial Course Completion 

Retention, Persistence, 
College-level Course Completion 
or Graduation 

Costs 

ALABAMA 

4 


4 

4 

4 

4 

4 







ALASKA 


4 


4 


4 

4 






4 

ARIZONA 


4 


4 

4 

4 

4 




4 



ARKANSAS 

4- 


4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 


4 

CALIFORNIA 
(COMMUNITY COLLEGES') 

44 



44 


44 

44 

44 

44 

44 

44 

44 


CALIFORNIA 
(CA STATE UNI VO 

44 


44 

44 

44 

44 

44 

44 

44 



44 


COLORADO 

4 


4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 


4 

4 

4 

CONNECTICUT 


4 



4 

4 

4 

4 

4 





DELAWARE 














FLORIDA 

4 



4 

4 

4 

4 


4 

4 

4 

4 


GEORGIA 

(COMMUNITY COLLEGES) 

44 




44 

44 

44 







GEORGIA 

(UNIV. SYSTEM OF GA) 

44 




44 

44 

44 




44 



HAWAII 

4 


4 

4 

4 

4 

4 







IDAHO 

4 

4 

4 

4 


4 

4 



4 

4 

4 


ILLINOIS 

4 



4 

4 









INDIANA 

4 


4 

4 

4 

4 

4 


4 





IOWA 














KANSAS 

4 



4 


4 

4 



4 




KENTUCKY 

4 


4 

4 

4 

4 

4 


4 





LOUISIANA 


4 


4 


4 

4 




4 

4 

4 

MAINE 

4 


4 

4 

4 

4 

4 





4 


MARYLAND 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 




4 

MASSACHUSETTS 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 







MICHIGAN 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 



4 

MINNESOTA 

4 


4 

4 

4 

4 


4 

4 



4 


MISSISSIPPI 

4 



4 

4 

4 

4 





4 


MISSOURI 

4 


4 

4 


4 

4 

4 

4 





MONTANA 

4 



4 

4 

4 

4 




4 

4 


NEBRASKA 














NEVADA 

4 


4 

4 

4 

4 

4 


4 


4 

4 

4 

NEW HAMPSHIRE 














NEW JERSEY 














NEW MEXICO 

4 



4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 


4 


NEW YORK 


4 



4 







4 


NORTH CAROLINA 
(COMMUNITY COLLEGES) 

44 











44 


NORTH CAROLINA 

(UNIV.OF NC) 

44 





44 

44 





44 

44 
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APPENDIX A (CONT.) 

REMEDIAL 

INCIDENCE 

SUBJECT 

REPORTED 

STUDENT 

DEMOGRAPHICS 

REPORTED 

STUDENT 

SUCCESS 



Report Annually (Statewide Data) 

Biennal, Periodic or One-time Report 

Individual High School Reports 

Percent 

Number 

Math 

English 

Gender 

Ethnicity 

Age 

Remedial Course Completion 

Retention, Persistence, 
College-level Course Completion 
or Graduation 

Costs 

NORTH DAKOTA 

+ 




+ 









OHIO 

+ 

+ 

+ 

+ 

+ 

+ 

+ 



4- 




OKLAHOMA 

+ 


+ 

+ 

+ 

+ 

4- 







OREGON 














PENNSYLVANIA 














RHODE ISLAND 














SOUTH CAROLINA 














SOUTH DAKOTA 

+ 


+ 

+ 

+ 

+ 

4- 







TENNESSEE 














TEXAS 

+ 


+ 

+ 

+ 

+ 

4- 

4- 

4- 


4- 

4- 


UTAH 














VERMONT 














VIRGINIA 

+ 



+ 

+ 

+ 

4- 

4- 

4- 



4- 


WASHINGTON 
(COMMUNITY COLLEGES) 

+ + 



+ + 

+ + 

+ + 

+ + 


4-4- 

4-4- 




WASHINGTON 
(FOUR-YEAR INSTITUTIONS) 

+ + 




+ + 

4-4- 

4-4- 

4-4- 

4-4- 

4-4- 


4-4- 


WEST VIRGINIA 

+ 



+ 


+ 

4- 




4- 

4- 


WISCONSIN 


+ 


+ 

+ 

+ 

4- 

4- 

4- 

4- 

4- 



WYOMING 

+ 



+ 

+ 

+ 

4- 




4- 

4- 


U.S. TOTALS 

32 

11 

18 

32 

30 

34 

33 

12 

17 

9 

12 

17 

7 


+ + State postsecondary systems that offer remediation produce separate reports; the state was included in counts if both reports contain the 
particular data element 


California-. Community college and California State University systems issue separate annual reports; University of California does not offer remedial education. 

Georgia : University System of Georgia publishes annual reports; Technical College System of Georgia's remedial data were included in publicly available reports until 2012. 
Idaho : Annual reports contain general information, but less frequent reports included additional information; Idaho is reviewing their data collection process. 

Kentucky. Most recent annual report issued in 2010, but other reports included additional data; Kentucky is developing an extensive remedial data reporting process. 
Maryland: In addition to the annual report, the state plans to revise a previously, more comprehensive report for release in 2015. 

Minnesota : Previous biennial report now will be published annually; 2014 edition only includes reading, but future reports will add writing and other information. 

New Jersey. Issues an annual report for individual institutions, but no statewide data are included. 

New Mexico-. Annual report shows math or reading, but can't distinguish between subjects; previous annual and a one-time report included additional data. 

New York-. Department of Education issued a report in 2011; City University of New York (CUNY) publishes remedial reports; no reports were identified for State 
University of New York (SUNY). 

North Carolina : University of North Carolina issues annual report; community college system tracks data for remedial students who enroll in college-level math and 
English courses. 

Oregon: Oregon University System issues annual report; no reports were identified for the decentralized community colleges. 

Tennessee: Tennessee Higher Education Commission produces an annual report; Tennessee Board of Regents collects and makes available remedial data, but does not 
publicly publish the data. 

Wyoming-. Only community colleges offer remedial education, but University of Wyoming contracts with two-year campuses for these services. 
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APPENDIX B | REMEDIAL REPORTING: STATES WITH ANNUAL REPORTS 



REMEDIAL 

INCIDENCE 

SUBJECT 

REPORTED 

STUDENT DEMOGRAPHICS 
REPORTED 

STUDENT 

SUCCESS 



Report Annually 
(Statewide Data) 

Individual High School 
Reports 

Percent 

Number 

Math 

English 

Gender 

Ethnicity 

CUD 

< 

Remedial Course 
Completion 

Retention, Persistence, 
College-level Course 
Completion or Graduation 

Costs 

ALABAMA 

+ 

+ 

+ 

+ 

+ 

+ 







ARKANSAS 

+ 

+ 



+ 

+ 

+ 

+ 

+ 

+ 


4- 

CALIFORNIA 
(COMMUNITY COLLEGES') 

+ + 


4-4- 


+ + 

+ + 

+ + 

+ + 

+ + 

+ + 

+ + 


CALIFORNIA 
(CA STATE UNIV.) 

+ + 

+ + 

+ + 

+ + 

+ + 

+ + 

+ + 

+ + 



+ + 


COLORADO 

+ 

+ 

+ 

+ 

+ 

+ 

+ 

+ 


+ 

+ 

4- 

FLORIDA 

+ 


+ 

+ 

+ 

+ 


+ 


+ 

4- 


GEORGIA 

(COMMUNITY COLLEGES') 

+ + 



+ 4- 

+ + 

+ + 







GEORGIA 

(UNIV. SYSTEM OF GAT 

+ + 



4-4- 

+ + 

+ + 




+ + 



HAWAII 

+ 

+ 

+ 

+ 

+ 

+ 







IDAHO 

+ 


+ 


+ 

+ 







ILLINOIS 

+ 


+ 

+ 









INDIANA 

+ 

+ 

+ 

+ 

+ 

+ 


+ 





KANSAS 

+ 


+ 


+ 

+ 



+ 




KENTUCKY 

+ 

+ 

+ 

+ 

+ 

+ 


+ 





MAINE 

+ 

+ 

+ 

+ 

+ 

+ 





4- 


MARYLAND 

+ 


+ 

+ 









MASSACHUSETTS 

+ 

+ 

+ 

+ 

+ 

+ 







MICHIGAN 

+ 

+ 

+ 

+ 

+ 

+ 

+ 

+ 





MINNESOTA 

+ 

+ 

+ 

+ 

+ 


+ 

+ 



4- 


MISSISSIPPI 

+ 


+ 

+ 

+ 

+ 





4- 


MISSOURI 

+ 

+ 

+ 

+ 

+ 

+ 

+ 

+ 





MONTANA 

+ 


+ 

+ 

+ 

+ 




+ 

4- 


NEVADA 

+ 

+ 

+ 

+ 

+ 

+ 


+ 


+ 

4- 

4- 

NEW MEXICO 

+ 


+ 

+ 




+ 





NORTH CAROLINA 
(COMMUNITY COLLEGES) 

+ + 










4-4- 


NORTH CAROLINA 
(UNIV.OF NQ 

+ + 


4-4- 

+ + 

+ + 

+ + 





4-4- 

4-4- 

NORTH DAKOTA 

+ 



+ 









OHIO 

+ 

+ 

+ 

+ 

+ 

+ 







OKLAHOMA 

+ 


+ 

+ 

+ 

+ 







SOUTH DAKOTA 

+ 

+ 

+ 

+ 

+ 

+ 







TEXAS 

+ 

+ 

+ 

+ 

+ 

+ 

+ 

+ 


+ 

4- 


VIRGINIA 

+ 


+ 

+ 

+ 

+ 

+ 

+ 



4- 


WASHINGTON 
(COMMUNITY COLLEGES) 

+ + 


+ + 

+ + 

+ + 

+ + 


+ + 

+ + 




WASHINGTON 
(FOUR-YEAR INSTITUTIONS) 

+ + 



+ + 

+ + 

+ + 

+ + 

+ + 

+ + 


4-4- 


WEST VIRGINIA 

+ 


+ 


+ 

+ 





4- 


WYOMING 

+ 


+ 

+ 

+ 

+ 




+ 

4- 


TOTALS 

32 

15 

27 

26 

27 

26 

8 

14 

4 

7 

13 

3 


4 - 4 - State postsecondary systems that offer remediation produce separate reports; the state was included in counts if both reports contain the 
particular data element 
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Mitchell Chester* 
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John Goedde* 

Chair, Senate Education Committee 
Idaho Senate 

Steering Committee Members 

Paolo DeMaria 

Principal 
Education First 

Danette Howard* 

Secretary of Higher Education 
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Craig Horn* 
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Education 

North Carolina House of Representatives 

Tony Hutchison 

Vice Chancellor for Strategic Planning & Analysis and 
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Nate Johnson 

Principal Consultant 
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Daniel Klaich* 

Chancellor 
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Chris Koch* 

State Superintendent of Education 
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Marilyn Dondero Loop* 
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Nevada Assembly 

George Pernsteiner* 
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State Higher Education Executive Officers 

Brian Prescott 

Director of Policy Research 

Western Interstate Commission for Higher Education 

James Rose 

Executive Director 

Wyoming Community College Commission 

Lt. Governor Sheila Simon 

Office of the Illinois Lieutenant Governor 

Jacqueline Sly* 

Chair, House Education Committee 
South Dakota House of Representatives 

Mimi Stewart* 
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Uri Treisman 
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Bruce Vandal 

Vice President 
Complete College America 

Charles Wiger* 
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Minnesota Senate 
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ALABAMA 

Alabama High School Feedback Reports 
(Alabama Commission on Higher Education, Fall 2013) 

http://ache.alabama.gov/Content/StudentDB/SDBReports.aspx/2006%20Profiles/UM/UMco.pdf 

Alabama Institutional Student Profiles 
(Alabama Commission on Higher Education, Fall 2013) 
http://www.ache.alabama.gov/Profiles/2012Profiles/2012-Profiles.pdf 

ALASKA 

The Cost of Developmental Education at the University of Alaska 
(Dana L. Thomas Ph.D., Vice President for Academic Affairs, August, 2013) 
http://www.legis.state.ak. us/basis/get_documents.asp?session=28&docid=i4234 

Developmental Education at University of Alaska 
(University of Alaska provost, faculty, and research personnel, June 2013) 
http://www.alaska.edu/files/bor/130606Ref33_Rpt_Developmental_Education.pdf 

ARIZONA 

High School Report Card 
(Arizona Board of Regents, December 2012) 

http://azregents.asu.edu/academicaffairs/Academic%20Affairs%20Agenda%20Books/2012-12-05-ltem-6D-2011- 

2012-High-School-Report-Card.pdf 

ARKANSAS 

Comprehensive Arkansas Higher Education Annual Report: Remediation Rates 
(Arkansas Department of Higher Education, December 2013) 

http://www.adhe.edu/SiteC0llecti0nD0cuments/Secti0n%204%20-%20Research%20and%20Planning%2013.pdf 

CALIFORNIA 

California Community Colleges Student Success Scorecard 
(California Community Colleges Chancellor's Office, 2013) 
http://scorecard.cccco.edu/scorecardrates.aspx?CollegelD=ooo 

Basic Skills Completion: The Key to Student Success in California Community Colleges 
(California Community Colleges Chancellor's Office, 2013) 

http://extranet.cccco.edU/Portals/1/AA/BasicSkills/2013Files/BSI_E-Resource_10-18-13.pdf 

Basic Skills Accountability: California Community Colleges 
(California Community Colleges Chancellor's Office, November 2012) 

http://extranet.cccco.edU/Portals/1/TRIS/Research/Accountability/Basic%20Skills/2012/REPORT_BASICSKILLS. 

FINAL_110112.pdf 
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Proficiency Reports of Students Entering the CSU System 

*California High School Reports of Mathematics and English Proficiency 
(The California State University, April 2014) 

*CSU Freshman Remediation - Campus and System-wide 
(The California State University, February 2014) 

*CSU Freshman Proficiency and Remediation at Entry and One Year Later - Campus and System-wide 
(The California State University February 2014) 

*CSU Freshman Proficiency and Remediation Combined- Campus and Systemwide 
(The California State University, February 2014) 
http://www.asd.calstate.edu/performance/proficiency.shtml 

COLORADO 

Colorado Department of Higher Education 2013 Legislative Report on Remedial Education 
(Colorado Department of Higher Education, May 2014) 
http://highered.colorado.gov/Data/Reports.aspx?cat=7 

CONNECTICUT 

Connecticut College and Career Readiness Toolkit 
(Educational Policy Improvement Center, October 2011) 
http://www.ct.edu/files/pdfs/p20/p20-CT-Toolkit.pdf 

Remedial and Developmental Education 

(Connecticut Community College System & Connecticut State University System, 2011) 

http://www.ct.edu/files/pdfs/p20/CC-CSUS%20Rem-Dev%202010%20DisagbylNSTITUTION%20-%20web.pdf 

Postsecondary Readiness and Success of Connecticut High School Graduates 
(Connecticut's P-20 Council, October 2010) 
http://www.ctdhe.org/P20/pdfs/P20PostsecondaryReadiness.pdf 

FLORIDA 

Transparency, Accountability, Progress, and Performance 

Data Driven Questions Developmental Education - College Readiness 
(Florida Department of Education, February 2014) 
http://www.fldoe.org/fcs/transparencyaccountability.asp 

Lower Division Accountability 

Five-Year Summary of Statewide Performance on Accountability Measures for The Florida College System: 
(Florida Department of Education, March 2012) 

http://www.fldoe.org/fcs/osas/evaluations/pdf/fyi1201LDAccountability.pdf 
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GEORGIA 

Learning Support Reports 

See Learning Support Exit Rates by Number of Semesters 
(University System of Georgia) 

http://www.usg.edu/research/college_readiness/learning_support_reports 

Annual Enrollment Reports 
(Technical College System of Georgia, 2010) 
https://kms.tcsg.edu/DPR/ReportsResearch/SystemSum.aspx 

HAWAII 

June 2012 Hawaii Public School Graduates Enrolled in College, Remedial and/or Developmental English and 
Math Classes at the University of Hawaii 
(Institutional Research and Analysis Office University of Hawai'i, May 2013) 
http://www.hawaii.edu/iro/maps.php?title=Remedial%2FDevelopmental+Courses 

College and Career Readiness Indicators Reports 
(Hawaii P-20 Partnerships for Education and Hawaii Department of Education, May 2013) 
http://www.p20hawaii.org/resources/college-and-career-readiness-indicators-reports/2012-ccri-data/ 

IDAHO 

Idaho State Board of Education 2013 Fact Sheet 
(Idaho State Board of Education, 2013) 

http://www.boardofed.idaho.gov/research_stats/documents/fact-sheet/2013/fact-book-2013-final-web.pdf 

State Board of Education Performance Measures 
(Idaho State Board of Education, October 2013) 

http://www.boardofed.idaho.gov/research_stats/Board%20Performance%20Presentation%20for%20Oct%202013.pdf 
Idaho's Remediation Pipeline: 

(Scott Grothe & Selena Grace, Idaho State Board of Education, April 2013) 

http://www.boardofed.idaho.gov/meetings/special_events/Remediation%20Summit/05%20What%20Does%20 
ldaho%2oLook%2oLike%20-%2oScott%2oGrothe%20and%2oSelena%2oG race. pdf 

Remediation Need for lst-Time lst-Year Idaho Public Postsecondary: 

(Idaho State Board of Education, 2012) 

http://www.boardofed.idaho.gov/research_stats/remediation_activity_report/2007-2012%20Remediation%20 

Summary%2oReport.pdf 

ILLINOIS 

Preliminary Fall 2012 Enrollments in Illinois Higher Education: 

(Illinois State Board of Higher Education, February 2013) 
http://www.ibhe.org/Reports%20&%2oStudies/PDF/20i2FallEnroll ments.pdf 

High School-to-College Success Report: 2008-2010 Freshmen, Two-year Institution Composite 
(Illinois Community College Board) 
http://iccbdbsrv.iccb.org/hscollegesuccess/home.cfm 
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INDIANA 

Indiana College Readiness Reports 
(Indiana Commission on Higher Education, June 2014) 
http://www.in.gov/che/2489.htm 

KANSAS 

Kansas Board of Regents Annual Enrollment Reports 
(Kansas Board of Regents, 2012) 

http://data.kansasregents.org/data_collections/KHEER/ 

System Enrollments and New Initiatives 
(Kansas Board of Regents, March 2013) 

http://www.kansasregents.org/resources/PDF/2391-EnrollmentReport20130314Final.pdf 

KENTUCKY 

College Readiness, Developmental Education and Remediation Reports 
(Kentucky Council on Postsecondary Education, March 2011) 
http://cpe.ky.gov/info/dev_edu 

College and Career Readiness High School Feedback Reports, Class Of 2002-2008 
(Kentucky Council on Postsecondary Education, March, 2011) 
http://dataportal.cpe.ky.gov/hsfr/historicaltables.shtm 

LOUISIANA 

Remedial Education Commission Response to Act 187 of the 2011 Regular Session of The Louisiana Legislature 
(Louisiana Board of Regents & Louisiana Department of Education, December 2011) 
http://regents.louisiana.gov/wp-content/uploads/2013/03/act187remedialeducation.pdf 

Remedial Education Commission Presentations 
(Louisiana Board of Regents, September 2011) 

http://regents.louisiana.gov/about-regents/administration/remedial-education-commission-presentations/ 

MAINE 

Maine Community College System Report on Remediation 
(The Joint Standing Committee on Education and Cultural Affairs, January 2014) 
http://www.mccs.me.edu/student/remediation.html 

Report to the Joint Standing Committee on Education and Cultural Affairs 
(University of Maine System, January 2014) 

http://www.maine.edu/wp-content/uploads/2013/08/LD-1645-Remediation-Report-2013-submitted-Janu- 

ary-2014-.pdf 
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MARYLAND 

2014 Data Book: Maryland Higher Education Commission 
(Maryland Higher Education Commission, 2014) 

http://www.mhec.state.md.us/publications/research/AnnualPublications/2014DataBookL.pdf 

The Costs of Developmental Education 
(Maryland Higher Education Commission, January 2011) 

http://www.mhec.state.md.us/publications/finance/DevelopEducationReport.pdf 

Student Outcome and Achievement Report (SOAR) College Performance of New Maryland High School Graduates 
(Maryland Higher Education Commission, June 2011) 

http://www.mhec.state.md.us/publications/research/AnnualReports/2010SOAR.pdf 

MASSACHUSETTS 

A Report to the People of Massachusetts from the Massachusetts Department of Higher Education October 2013: 
(Massachusetts Department of Higher Education, 2013) 
http://www.mass.edu/visionproject/documents/WithinOurSightsLo-Res.pdf 

Time to Lead: The Need for Excellence in Public Higher Education 
(Massachusetts Department of Higher Education, 2012) 
http://www.mass.edu/visionproject/TimeToLead.pdf 

District Analysis, Review, & Assistance Tools (DART) Reports: Success After High School 
(Massachusetts Department of Elementary and Secondary Education, June 2011) 
http://www.doe.mass.edu/apa/dart/ 

MICHIGAN 

Performance Audit of Developmental Education at Michigan Public Community Colleges 
(Office of the Auditor General, 2009) 

http://audgen.michigan.gov/finalpdfs/08_09/r032065107.pdf 

Ml School Data: College Remedial Coursework 
(Center for Educational Performance and Information, 2013) 

https://www.mischooldata.org/DistrictSchoolProfiles/PostsecondaryOutcomes/lheRemedialCoursesByHigh- 

School.aspx 

MINNESOTA 

Getting Prepared: Recent High School Graduates and Developmental Courses, 2014 
(Meredith Fergus, Jennifer Trost and Lisa Vu, Statewide Longitudinal Education Data Systems) 
http://www.ohe.state.mn.us/rn Pg.cfm?pagelD=2i02 

Getting Prepared: 2010 Report on Recent High School Graduates Who Took Developmental/Remedial Courses 
(Minnesota State Colleges and Universities, January 2011) 
http://www.mnscu.edu/media/newsreleases/2011/pdf/1_getting_prepared.pdf 
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MISSISSIPPI 

Education Achievement Council Report Cards 
(Mississippi Public Universities, 2014) 
http://www.mississippi.edu/research/stats.html 

MISSOURI 

Missouri High School Graduates Performance Report 
(Missouri Department of Higher Education, August 2013) 
http://www.dhe.mo.gov/data/hsgradreport.php 

Remedial Coursework in Postsecondary Education: The Students, Their Outcomes, and Strategies for Improvement: 
(Missouri Department of Higher Education & MPR Associates, Inc., April 2012) 
http://files.eric.ed.gov/fulltext/ED537852.pdf 

MONTANA 

Complete College Montana (Progress & Outcome Metrics) 

(Montana University System, 2014) 
http://www.mus.edu/CCM/progress-and-outcomes.asp 

Montana University System Developmental Education 
(Montana University System, December 2013) 
http://mus.edu/data/briefs/Remediation-One-pager.pdf 

NEVADA 

Remedial Placement and Enrollment Reports 
(Nevada System of Higher Education, 2014) 
http://www.nevada.edu/ir/Page. php?p=rem_enrl 

NEW JERSEY 

New Jersey Higher Education Public College & University 2013 Institutional Profiles 
(State of New Jersey, Office of the Secretary of Higher Education, 2013) 
http://www.state.nj.us/highereducation/IP/IP2013/index.shtml 

NEW MEXICO 

New Mexico Higher Education Department: Annual Reports 
(New Mexico Higher Education Department, December 2013) 

http://hed.state.nm.us/uploads/files/Data%20Research/Data%20Reports/Annual%20Report%202013%20Final.pdf 

College Remediation Highlights of the Fall 2012 Remediation Data 
(New Mexico Higher Education Department) 
http://www.hed.state.nm.us/researchers/college-remediation.aspx 

Ready for College 2010: An Annual Report on New Mexico High School Graduates Who Take Remedial Classes 

In New Mexico Colleges And Universities 
(New Mexico Higher Education Department, June 2010) 
http://www.hed.state.nm.us/researchers/college-remediation.aspx 
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NEW YORK 

Persistence of First-Time and Transfer Students into the Next Fall 
(New York State Education Department, October 2011) 

http://www.highered.nysed.gov/oris/persistence/PersistenceRatesStatewide2005-2010.pdf 

Initial Remediation Need for First-time Freshmen, by College 2010 
(City University of New York, January 2012) 

http://www.cuny.edu/about/administration/offices/ue/lmmersion/USIPsuiotablesfinal1412.pdf 

Initial Remediation Need for First-time Freshmen, 2007-2011 & for Entering 2011 Cohort 
(City University of New York Collaborative Programs Research and Evaluation, June 2012) 
http://www.cuny.edu/academics/evaluation/CollegeNowStudents/PS_8.pdf 

NORTH CAROLINA 

Remedial/Developmental Activities Report 2011-2012 
(The University of North Carolina General Administration, February 2013) 

http://www.northcarolina.edu/sites/default/files/documents/remedial-developmental_ed_2011-12_o.pdf 

Performance Measures for Student Success 2013 
(North Carolina Community College System, July 2013) 

http://www.successnc.org/sites/default/files/inititiative-docs/2013%20Performance%20Measures%20Report.pdf 

NORTH DAKOTA 

High School Enrollment in Developmental Education 
(University of North Dakota System, November 2013) 

http://www.ndus.edu/uploads/reports/118/ndus-fall-enrollment-140114-o.pdf 

OHIO 

Status of Ohio Graduates Remediation Report by District 
(Ohio Board of Regents, 2013) 

https://www.ohiohighered.org/sites/ohiohighered.org/files/uploads/data/hs_transition/--2013-Ohio-Remediation- 

Report.pdf 

Remedial Instruction as a Share of Undergraduate FTE FY 2011 
(Ohio Board of Regents, 2012) 

https://www.ohiohighered.org/files/uploads/data/statistical-profiles/preparation/rem_FTE_FY11.pdf 

Percent of First-Year Students Taking Remedial Coursework in FY 2010 
(Ohio Board of Regents, 2011) 

https://www.ohiohighered.org/files/uploads/data/statistical-profiles/preparation/rem_by_age_FY10_rev_07-29-11.pdf 

Second-Year Success Measures for Fall 2007 Cohort of First-Year, Degree-Seeking Freshmen by Remedial Course 
Enrollment Cohort Type 
(Ohio Board of Regents, 2010) 

http://regents.ohio.gov/perfrpt/statProfiles/Remediation_Success_Fall_07_Cohort_Report.pdf 
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OKLAHOMA 

The Education Pipeline 

(Oklahoma Regents for Higher Education, 2013) 

http://www.okhighered.org/studies-reports/education-pipeline/remediation-subject.shtml 

Developmental Education - Oklahoma High School Indicators Project 
(Oklahoma Regents for Higher Education, 2013) 

http://www.okhighered.org/oeis/preparation/RemediationRates.shtml 

First-Time Freshman Enrollments in Developmental Education Courses 2002-03 to 2011-12 
(Oklahoma Regents for Higher Education, May 2013) 

http://www.okhighered.org/oeis/preparation/Remediation%20Report/1112FirstTimeFreshmenTable3.html 

Annual Student Remediation Report (2009) 

(Oklahoma State System of Higher Education, May 2013) 

https://www.okhighered.org/studies-reports/assessment/2013-student-assess.pdf 

OREGON 

Entering Freshmen Profile - 2011 
(Oregon University System, 2012) 

http://www.ous.edu/sites/default/files/dept/ir/reports/hsprofile/stateprofile2011.pdf_ 

SOUTH DAKOTA 

High School to College Transition Report 2012 
(South Dakota Board of Regents, 2012) 
http://sdbor.edu/mediapubs/highschool/2012.htm 

TENNESSEE 

Tennessee Higher Education Fact Book 2012-2013 
(Tennessee Higher Education Commission, 2013) 

http://www.state.tn.us/thec/Legislative/Reports/2013/2012-2013%20Factbook.pdf_ 

TEXAS 

Developmental Education Accountability Measures Data 
(Texas Higher Education Coordinating Board) 
http://www.txhighereddata.org/reports/performance/deved/ 

Annual TSI/Alternative Test High School Summary Report 
(Texas Higher Education Coordinating Board) 

http://www.txhighereddata.org/lnteractive/HSCollLinkFilters/AnnualTSI.cfm 
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VIRGINIA 

Statewide Remediation of First-Year Students: 

(State Council of Higher Education for Virginia, 2013) 
http://research.schev.edu/enrollment/ri_summary.asp 

Annual Remedial and Developmental Coursework Activity 
(State Council or Higher Education for Virginia, 2013) 
http://research.schev.edu/enr0llment/r2_details.asp 

Graduation Rates, Institutional Profile, 4-10 years, by Subcohorts 
(State Council for Higher Education of Virginia, 2014) 
http://research.schev.edu/gradrates/subcohorts_instprofile.asp 

WASHINGTON 

Statewide Public Four-year Dashboard: Undergraduate Enrollment in Pre-college Classes 
(Washington State's Office of Financial Management, 2013) 
http://www.ofm.wa.gov/hied/dashboard/enrollment.html 

Role of Pre-College (Developmental and Remedial) Education 2009-10 Public High School Graduates Who 
Enroll in Washington Community and Technical Colleges in 2010-11 
(Washington State Board of Community and Technical Colleges, December 2012) 
http://www.sbctc.edu/college/education/12-2RoleofPre-CollegeEduc_ooo.pdf 

Postsecondary Remedial Course-taking 
(Education Research and Data Center, April 2013) 
http://www.erdc.wa.gov/indicators/pdf/io_remedial.pdf 

Education Research Data Center Applications Match Study Fall 2010 
(Education Research and Data Center, August 2013) 
http://www.erdc.wa.gov/briefs/pdf/201302.pdf 

WEST VIRGINIA 

West Virginia Higher Education Report Card 2013 

(West Virginia Higher Education Policy Commission & Community and Technical College System of West Virginia, 2013) 
http://www.wvhepc.com/wp-content/uploads/20i4/oi/20i3-Report-card-LR.pdf 

WISCONSIN 

Report on Remedial Education in the UW System 
(September 2009) 

http://www.uwsa.edu/opar/reports/remediation.pdf 

WYOMING 

Wyoming Community Colleges Annual Performance Report: Performance Indicators 2011-2012 
(Wyoming Community College Commission) 

http://www.commission.wcc.edU/Data/Sites/1/reports/final-2011-2012-performance-indicator.pdf 
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